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California Branch 
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Re: California Application for Primacy, 
Class II UIC Program 

Dear Hr. Reavis: 

l~Y- :t;'~.;~'- ': 
(; ,-,, ; ,, 21::!:.) 

The Headquarters Undergroun0 Injection Control (UIC) 
Primacy Reviow Team reviewed the responses rn2~e by the California 
Division of Oil and Gas (CDOG) t::; co,J,·flc~nts made bv the 
Environmental Protection As;ency (E:Pl~) on CDOG's pi:im.;;cy 
application. ExcE:!)t for i t~ms 2 and 4, the CDt)3 • !::~ res:ponses \·iere 
found td be adecJu.s. te. \;i th respect to it E·ms 2 ;u1d 4, •:he Rt•vie\; 
'l·eam ir,dicat:e:d tiwt the responses Houle! be ac1equ:?.tc if it c-ou1d 
ob~ain from the California At t01:ney G·-"' neral' s of;: h:e, t!10 lE-~l<A-1 
r<:~prcsent.:.tive of the CDOG, ;;,sst.n:c:nccs on tHo m<:ttt:.:l.·s. 'J.'hc fir1.;t 
nutter on which assurance is &OUJht iq that tho CDOG can cnforc~ 
the conditions set out in the l(;:ttcr of approvaJ., uhich is t:u:: 
first step in the CDOG's th'o-step perr~dtting prucoss for 
undct:gt·o;md injection. •rhe seco:v:J matter on \;h ich assurance is 
sought is that compliance by the operator with the letter of 
approval does not relieve the operator from co:npl iar1ce with all 
applicable statutes and regulations. We are able to give you the 
assurances you seek. 

Under section 1724.6 of Title 14 of the California 
Administrative Code, prior approval of a:ty underground injection 
ol-· disposal project must b("" obtained from the CDOG beforr~ the 
project can begin. This prio~ approval is in the foru of a 
letter settin-3 forth th.;;: CCllh:ii ticns upon \vhich the approV<:tl to 
procaed is given. Failure of an opcr.::tor to cc.~, 1:>ly Hit~1 any 
conditions set forth in the letter of approval would constitute 
proceeding \'lith tbe project ui thout the npprova 1 of the CDOG. 
'!'his \'lould be a violation by the operator of section 172-1.6 of 
'l'i tle 14 of the Cali forn) a hclminist1~a tive Code vlh ich vloul a enable 
lh0 CDOG to in·;oke the enforcement proceciures avail~blc lo it to 
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compel compliance with the terms of the letter of approval. 

The letter of approval may set forth special 
operational requirements that relate specifically to the project 
being approved. These requirements are in addition to, not J.n 
lieu of, the requirements of statutes and regulations applicable 
to underground injection and disposal projects. All opcratcrs 
must comply with applicable provisions of the statutes and 
regulations, and the CDOG has no authority to exempt an operator 
fron·, such compliance. 'i'he sta tut(:S and re?, ula t ions · (see for 
example sect ion 17 24 .10 of Title 14 of tl1e California 
Administrative Code) provide gener~l requirements for underground 
injection projects. How2ver, unique chat:acterist) cs of cech 
project site may necessitate, in addition, site-specitic 
requb:ements \,'hich is the functl.on of the letter of approval to 

provide. 

If this off.ice can be of any further assi.stance in tho 
process of ohtaining EP~ approv&l of the CDC~'s pri~acy 
applica~ion, please do not hesitaLe to call. 

Ve1·y truly yours, 
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l\·1Aan v. Hager ' 
Deputy Attornoy General 

AVH:mjp 
cc: M. G. Mefferd 


